V cc : .1 i ffi 


Ai^ril 3, \97f^ 


Dear: H-iifl-*, 

J /uur of .1/26 ^ind 3/31, 

1'.. ' .»<! i^ar C‘An Cet^v rjct; of thu Archives Fcojec • You montioned 

rSit tr.j .’v*‘u ! ii, i.*y X f.(i Jim. In. that letter I rru ritionevl tfte fiimil.dir 
rcc|tje->t i ffrit!-’ in my 1/ to Diat effurf can h proba^ ly l.e tal^en care 

tit th • i;r*’ Xi.iKoiii It was for a metio, 1 pp. # April 16, from Griffin 

to SldV/.Hin, U»^alln witl an interview with iMrs. i:, L ‘.omnll, i’liere were two 
i the GJlo nojiie tile; the first was iK»t v‘ory Lenihle; t* e second was 
betti'r, r Think I ‘‘d U hut <iid not p,et it, so it ma^ have been removed; 

peril ips thf»v removed onl y' toe second copy, but I doubt il . (Note: there are 
2 otbor i of the Scuae date, also ‘iriffin ro Slawson, also withheld, which 

i hci*. I ; i rjiniK 1 s^’nt rhefp to you as well as .lim already. i 

1 m.iilff/I you a cop) of tho Incominf^ Mail Lo^, hntry 3, on March 30, 3rd 
cla.sr. c^idCA ny only copy which has the annotations I w.inr to send you is 
air* ,dy reduced (2-on-l', your copy is 2-on-l also, hut it is rather clear 
and 1 trust it will be okay*. ] should mention that many ot the descriptions 
In tin lop are mlsleadir.|> ; also, aome of those letters haven't been found 
in pcopi.'T* files, it you ;fiai<e p up a list of letters y»*u want, let me 
know before you asK at 4 he archives and' I will tell you if 1 have already gotten 
or d.Mx*-d for them* 

u*T'* ar** a dozen ot my little addres^s. labels, for you: convenience. 

Voui *h'26 discussed the changes An the Odio testimony. The copy in the 
Odio OtUTiu file n;j;v Uie changes marKcd by hand; it was the ribbon copy; and had 
biL‘b*‘l vT* ‘ ’’oi’ ay to ptint** on It, I don't think it is worih it to me to get 
the KaKjQLH entire traniiOiipit (about 142 pages), or «-ven al. the trtsaji pages 
with fhaui'es, although t ilo tigr^»e that the changes are Lnt* resting. You mentioned 
that you fnew about \l*- Lado-Leop»oldo. He is interviewed ic CD 1546.185, also 
mfT.tioiiHd on p. 210 t»t le same CD. 

[n \o r ?/^l, y »ti a. ked about the alleged changes in the Craig transcript. 

The musi cii.-tailt-d report on this which I have seen in is in ‘‘Forgive my Grief 111% 
IIL“, pp. 29-35. 

He [rojf'cts for Hfi ;• ople to do at the Archives; on*- large project would 
be to go X over the phy^irjl evidence, nx especially Oswa'd* possessions, and 
iiiak e d d<^t ailed 11." t with good descriptions. I don't think ^ny »"*ritic (or 

dii) ;C ; icpl-* with rri‘i,rdl attitudes) ever did this. Ii w« uld be a lot of work. 

Powevr ^ fr<’« ,» r^-e ruLni;.*? i have run across, I knov is lots h*x of 

“new“ 'nff>tinaLT>:i in ’• w m., ferial. (1 recall that gob ■ Ub did a good job on 
ri ^ i r. ?i\ sZKi s* -i.ir*,* ju. t a tew of the it.tms.) . * r •x.imple, purely by 

' : ’..nnd * disc * * -.rding of BiiXfX Oswald's N.O. tu i o huw which the Fbl 

fia! "ei u - the ar.sas>j’ Hi.cn (//D-215, 1 think). This pu id would be done best, 

H fjour.." it invol -u somuono with a real kaoi/led,i,e -u Hussian. 

,1 ‘ .1 a Tuirnr r the _.kolnick crazies wr»uld Ilk*- i:c ‘ss to thM cTla files, 

w* 1 * «.T r». Lius L as much as you. rhor»’ are a i.ut;btjr of my thin.^s in 

-I' ‘ bent o a jnnfideiUial basis (^ofore I snar'ed to send thing«i to 

» ri ' • . '4»*i:;al 1\ . 

I ♦ “ he<.*r »h.ir r .» i-^ no longer in h.C. Mlly? 



